REMARKS: 

I. Introduction 

With the addition of new claims 19 to 36, claims 1 to 36 are pending in the 
present application. Claims 1, 7, 13 and 18 have been amended herein without 
prejudice. Support for the amendments to claims 1,7, 13 and 18 can be found, e.g., in 
the Specification at p. 28, line 11 to p. 29, line 3; and p. 35, line 9 to p. 36, line 10, and 
in Figure 3. Support for new claims 19 to 36 can be found, e.g., in the Specification at 
p. 3, lines 8 to 13; p. 3, line 18 to p. 4, line 8; p. 7, line 20 to p. 8, line 2; p. 21, line 11 to 
p. 22, line 6; p. 24, lines 5 to 7; p. 28, line 11 to p. 29, line 3; and p. 35, line 9 to p. 36, 
line 10, and in Figures 3, 6, 8, 63 to 66, 68, 70 to 72, 77, 86, 94, 99, 100, 105, 107, 11, 
112 and 122. No new matter has been added. In view of the foregoing amendments 
and the following remarks, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1 to 36 are allowable. 

II. Rejection of Claims Under § 103 

Claims 1, 3 to 13, 15, and 17 to 18 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over United Network for Organ Sharing "UNet User's 
Manual," (hereinafter "UNet") and in view of "UNOS Organ Information Service" 
(hereinafter "UNOS"). Claims 2, 14 and 16 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over UNet and UNOS and in further view of Arnouse (US 
2004/0255081 A1). Applicants respectfully submit that this rejection should be 
withdrawn for at least the following reasons. 

Amended independent claim 1 recites, inter alia , "an organ and tissue 
procurement system, comprising ... an import arrangement configured to compare 
donor information imported from a plurality of external databases and remove 
duplicative information therefrom" and "an audit arrangement configured to create a log 
of user activity in the system, wherein the log includes at least one of: a command 
entered by a user, a name of the user, an IP address of the user and a date and time 
the command was performed." Nowhere do UNet, UNOS or Arnouse, whether taken 
alone or in combination, teach or describe an import arrangement configured to 
compare donor information imported from a plurality of external databases and remove 
duplicative information therefrom. Instead, UNet merely describes running a match for 
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a donor organ in a single imported donor record. UNet at p. 19 . Further, nowhere do 
UNet, UNOS or Arnouse, whether taken alone or in combination, teach or describe the 
feature of an audit arrangement configured to create a log of user activity in the system, 
wherein the log includes at least one of: a command entered by a user, a name of the 
user, an IP address of the user and a date and time the command was performed. 
Because UNet, UNOS, and Arnouse, whether taken alone or in combination, do not 
teach or disclose the features of: an import arrangement configured to compare donor 
information imported from a plurality of external databases and remove duplicative 
information therefrom; and an audit arrangement configured to create a log of user 
activity in the system, wherein the log includes at least one of: a command entered by a 
user, a name of the user, an IP address of the user and a date and time the command 
was performed, it is respectfully submitted that these references do not render amended 
independent claim 1 unpatentable. 

Since dependent claims 2 to 6 ultimately depend from amended 
independent claim 1 , it is respectfully submitted that claims 2 to 6 are patentable over 
the references relied upon for at least the reasons set forth above in support of the 
patentability of amended independent claim 1. 

Amended independent claim 7 recites, inter alia , "an organ and tissue 
procurement system comprising software means residing on a computer server for 
communicating with a database management system. . .wherein said database 
management system creates a log of user activity in the system, said log including at 
least one of: a command entered by a user, a name of the user, an IP address of the 
user and a date and time the command was performed." Nowhere do UNet, UNOS or 
Arnouse, whether taken alone or in combination, teach or disclose the feature of a 
database management system creating a log of user activity in the system, said log 
including at least one of: a command entered by a user, a name of the user, an IP 
address of the user and a date and time the command was performed. Therefore, it is 
respectfully submitted that these references do not render amended independent claim 
7 unpatentable. 

Since dependent claims 8 to 12 and 14 to 15 ultimately depend from 
amended independent claim 7, it is respectfully submitted that claims 8 to 12 and 14 to 
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15 are patentable over the references relied upon for at least the reasons set forth 
above in support of the patentability of amended independent claim 7. 

Amended independent claim 13 recites, inter alia , "a method for managing 
a procurement system for tissue or organs, comprising the steps of . . . creating a log of 
user activity in the system, said log including at least one of: a command entered by a 
user, a name of the user, an IP address of the user and a date and time the command 
was performed." Nowhere do UNet, UNOS or Arnouse, whether taken alone or in 
combination, teach or disclose the feature of creating a log of user activity in the a 
procurement system for tissues or organs, said log including at least one of: a command 
entered by a user, a name of the user, an IP address of the user and a date and time 
the command was performed. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that these 
references do not render amended independent claim 13 unpatentable. 

Since dependent claims 16 to 17 ultimately depend from amended 
independent claim 13, it is respectfully submitted that claims 16 to 17 are patentable 
over the references relied upon for at least the reasons set forth above in support of the 
patentability of amended independent claim 13. 

Amended independent claim 18 recites, inter alia , "an organ and tissue 
procurement system, comprising . . .software in communication with [an] interface 
server and [a] database server . . . wherein the software includes ... an auditing 
arrangement configured to create a log of user activity" and "an import arrangement 
configured to receive and track donor information from multiple external databases [and] 
remove duplicative information therefrom . . . Nowhere do UNet, UNOS or Arnouse, 
whether taken alone or in combination, teach or disclose the feature of an auditing 
arrangement configured to create a log of user activity. Similarly, nowhere do UNet, 
UNOS or Arnouse, whether taken alone or in combination, teach or disclose the feature 
of an import arrangement configured to receive and track donor information from 
multiple external databases and remove duplicative information therefrom. Instead, 
UNet merely describes running a match for a donor organ in a single imported donor 
record. UNet at p. 19 . Because UNet, UNOS or Arnouse, whether taken alone or in 
combination, do not teach or disclose the features of: an auditing arrangement 
configured to create a log of user activity; and an import arrangement configured to 
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receive and track donor information from multiple external databases and remove 
duplicative information therefrom, it is respectfully submitted that these references do 
not render amended independent ciaim 18 unpatentable. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

III. New Claims 19 to 36 

New claims 19 to 36 have been added herein. It is respectfully submitted 
that new claims 19 to 36 add no new matter and are fully supported by the present 
application, including the Specification and Drawings. Support for new claims 19 to 36 
can be found, e.g., in the Specification at p. 3, lines 8 to 13; p. 3, line 18 to p. 4, line 8; 
p. 7, line 20 to p. 8, line 2; p. 21, line 11 to p. 22, line 6; p. 24, lines 5 to 7; p. 28, line 11 
to p. 29, line 3; and p. 35, line 9 to p. 36, line 10, and in Figures 3, 6, 8, 63 to 66, 68, 70 
to 72, 77, 86, 94, 99, 100, 105, 107, 11, 112 and 122. 

IV. Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all of the presently 
pending claims are allowable. Ail issues raised in the Office Action have been 
addressed and an early and favorable action on the merits is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Adams and Reese LLP 

Date: July 1, 2010 By: /Jason P. Mueller/ 

Jason P. Mueller, Esq., Reg. No. 58,603 
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